154                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                             HENEY SYMONDS.

scheme of improvement; this is, at any rate, a not
improbable solution of a difficult point.

A study of contemporary documents proves that a
considerable part of the work done in each of Edward's
mints related to the conversion of the discarded pieces
of twelve pence into groats and smaller denominations,
chiefly of 4oz. fine silver, which was the latest and the
worst of the standards ordered by Henry. We have an
instance at hand of these instructions to continue the
conversion of testons and the striking of small moneys,
in the Durham House commission, from which extracts
have been already quoted. Great numbers of the large
coins must have been remelted, for in one document
alone a sum of four thousand pounds in value is named.
This was the occasion, in February, 1549-50, when the
officials at Southwark were directed to revert to the
image and superscription of the King's father (Num.
Chron,, Ser. IV. Vol. XI. p. 346).3 The cost of the
operation was presumably borne by the Crown, as the
holders received by tale twelve pence in groats, &c.,
for each teston brought in, but as a few of the latter
were of a higher standard than 4oz. fine silver, the loss
may have been partially recouped in that way. My sug-
gestion would account for the comparatively plentiful
supply of posthumous groats and smaller coins of
Henry's types, and for the corresponding scarcity of his
testons.

If this explanation be regarded as acceptable, I could
use it as the foundation for a comment upon the legend
Eedde cuigue quod suum est, which appears on one of the

31 then said that 1st February, 4 Edw. VI, the date of thia interesting
order, was in " 1550-61," which was incorrect. That day in the fourth
regnal year should have been rendered as 1st February, 1549-50.